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UNIVERSITY SENATE 


Minutes of the Meetings of May 24, and May 29, 1974 


Dr. J. O'Brien, (Chairman): Dean A. Bercezi: Prof. J. Bordan: Dean R. 
Breen: Dean I.L. Campbell: Dean S,G. French: Dean R. Verschingel: Prof. 
J. Whitelaw: Prof. D. McDougall: Prof. R, Angel: Prof. J. Bhatnager: Prof. 
G. Brink: Prof. V. Byers: Prof. D. Charlton: Prof. C.A. Davis: Prof. J. 
Doyle: Prof. J. Hofbeck: Prof. H. Shulman: Prof. R.D. McDonald: Prof. 
S. McEvenue: Prof. J. Mouledoux: Prof. J. Norris: Prof. Z. Popp: Prof. C. 
Potter: Prof. R. Smith: Prof. G. Adams: Prof. G. Xistris: Prof. R. Zienius: 
Mr. K. Adams: Dean F. Audet: Dean M. Flynn: Dr. J.E. Kanasy: Mr. J. 
Noonan: Mr. D. Potvin: Mr. J. Princz: Mr. M. DeSerres: 


The meeting was called to order at 9:50 a.m. 


It was moved by Prof. Davis, seconded by Prof. Smith, that the minutes of 
the meeting of April 26, 1974, be approved. 


- motion carried -. 


Under Chairman's remarks, Dr. O'Brien drew attention to the fact that this 
was an all day meeting and that as far as lunch is concerned, the Cafeteria 
was available to the Senators. It was agreed that the meeting adjourn for 
lunch at 12:15 p.m. and resume at 1:30 p.m. He pointed out that a further 
meeting of Senate was scheduled for the morning of May 29, 1974 and 
suggested that this meeting be adjourned about 5:00 p.m. Dr. O'Brien also 
drew attention to item # VI, (J), the proposal for "Summer Arrangements" 
for Senate meetings, noting that a meeting was scheduled for June 3, 1974, 
to approve the lists of the S.G.W.U. Graduates, and that the summer 
arrangements, if approved, would apply to that meeting. The Chairman, 
referring to documents which he had had distributed to the Senators, 
explained the arrangements for "Operating Grants for 1974/75" - pointing 
out that this applied to S.G.W.U. only. He stressed that the grant, which 
was announced and made to Sir George Williams is the grant that was 
determined in accordance with the existing grant mechanism. 


Prof. Whitelaw introduced the report from the University Curriculum 
Co-ordinating Committee on the Structures of Specialization 
(Doc.-US-74-5-D8). He pointed out that the proposals contained in 
Doc.-US-74-5-D8 were a result of recommendations from Faculty Councils 
following consultations on the initial proposals discussed at the February 
Meeting of Senate and contained in Doc.-US-74-2-D6. 


Concerning the recommendations on page # 2, Prof. Whitelaw reminded 
Senate that the Faculty Councils had the authority, with Senate approval, to 
use or not to use any of the stipulated designations, and Senate was being 
asked to approve a general framework under which the Faculties could 
operate. 
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It was moved by Prof. Whitelaw, seconded by Prof. McEvenue, that Senate 
approve the recommendations contained In pages 2 and 3 of the report from 
the Curriculum Co-ordinating Committee (Doc.-US-74-5-D8). 


During the discussion it was mentioned that an Honours Program is a type 
of specialized program, that is, that Honours is a sub-category of 
specialization. It was also pointed out that there is a third type of 
undergraduate program, the Certificate Program, involving a minimum of 
thirty credits. 


It was moved by Prof. Hofbeck, seconded by Dean French, that the 
Certificate Program consisting of a minimum of thirty credits be added as #5 
to the list of programs and that this be referred to the Curriculum 
Co-ordinating Committee to work out the details. 


- the amendment was carried -. 


It was suggested that the Curriculum Co-ordinating Committee should 
consider both the question of retroactivity and the question of double 
counting of courses. 


- the motion (#74-5-3) as amended was voted on and was carried -. 


It was moved by Dean Berczi, seconded by Dean Verschingel, that 
additional courses in the Existing Quality Control Programme in the 
Evening Division of Loyola Campus (Doc.-US-74-4-D5) be approved, 
taking Into consideration the recommendations contained in the reports from 
the Curriculum Co-ordinating Committee (Doc.-US-74-5-D12) and the 
Senate Priorities Committee (Doc.-US-74-5-D19). 


- motion carried -. 


Concerning the "Resolution on the Concordia University Degree" 
(Doc.-US-74-2-D13), Prof. Whitelaw advised that he was still waiting for 
further information from Laurentian University, which information was to 
be supplied by the Loyola Evening Division Student Association. 


It was moved by Prof. Doyle, seconded by Prof. Bhatnagar, that the 
proposal be tabled until such time as the Loyola Evening Division Students’ 
Association produces additional information. 

- motion carried -. 

It was moved by Dean Verschingel, seconded by Prof. Charlton, that Dr. 
N.E. Smith and Prof. P. Widdows be appointed to the S.G.W.U. Honours 
Committee, filling existing vacancies (Doc.-US-74-5-D20). 


- motion carried -. 


74-5-10 - 


74-5-11 - 


74-5-12 - 


It was moved by Dean Campbell, seconded by Prof. Bhatnagar, that Prof. 
Jane Stewart be appointed to the S.G.W.U. Honours Committee to fill a 
vacancy in the Social Science area. 


- motion carried -. 


It was pointed out that the term of office of the present Chairman of the 
S.G.W.U. Honours Committee would shortly expire and It was suggested 
that Prof. Angel be asked to convene a meeting of the Committee for 
purposes of. recommending an appropriate person to Senate. 


Prof. Whitelaw, in presenting the Supplementary Report from the Senate 
Committee on Fine Arts, (Doc.-US-74-5-D9), reminded the Senate that the 
options within which the Committee was working were presumably to 
maintain the status quo of two separate departments within their respective 
faculties; to create a Concordia University Faculty of Fine Arts; and other 
possibilities would be to create a Sir George Williams Faculty of Fine Arts; 
leaving a Department of Fine Arts in the Loyola Faculty and also the 
possibility that the Sir George Williams Faculty of Arts might create a Fine 
Arts Division. Prof. Whitelaw drew attention to motions passed at the May 
3rd. meeting of the Council of the Sir George Williams Faculty of Arts 
(Doc.-US-74-5-D10) and to the motion passed at the Loyola Arts Faculty 
Council meeting held on May 17, 1974 (Doc.-US-74-5-D22), 


Dean Breen, in presenting the views of the Arts and Science Faculty 
Council, pointed out that there was no opposition to the creation of a 
Faculty of Fine Arts and that the overall impression was that there was a 
certain amount of satisfaction with the negotiations that had gone on in the 
Committee established by Senate. He also mentioned that the main 
pre-occupation of Council was that there did not seem to be a sufficient 
amount of guarantee that Art and Drama would continue in the future on the 
Loyola Campus and there was a fear that the new faculty would concentrate 
on the development of a professional degree and would not be particularly 
interested in some sort of major program similar to the one that obtains on 
the Loyola Campus at the present time. 


Dean Campbell pointed out that it has become increasingly apparent in 
recent years that the status quo of the Fine Arts operation on the Sir George 
Williams Campus was not satisfactory, explaining that Fine Arts 
Department was very large in terms of the numbers of faculty and students, 
extremely diversified, and that Conseil had virtually instructed the 
University to develop Fine Arts, a development not just in skill, but also in 
diversity of activity, He stated that when it became clear that there was to be 
a union of Sir George and Loyola, that this was an opportune time to 
consider a University Operation in the Fine Arts. He also pointed out that 
the Government had proceeded to undertake sectorial studies of a number of 
University activities, a major thrust of which had been to prevent costly 
duplication of activities, noting that the present operation was costly not 
only because of the faculty ratios that must be maintained, but also in terms 
of supplies, capital equipment and space. He advised Senate that the Arts 
Faculty Council reluctantly supports the development of a University 


Faculty of Fine Arts, emphasizing the tremendous loss to the Arts Faculty in 
terms of faculty members and range of programs; that the Arts Faculty 
would not support the creation of a Sir George Williams Faculty of Fine 
Arts; and that it will support a Concordia Faculty of Fine Arts at this time. 


Dean Verschingel advised that the Science Faculty Council supports the 
creation of a Concordia Faculty of Fine Arts, Prof. Xistris advised that the 
Engineering Faculty Council was in favour of a new Faculty of Fine Arts 
but that concern was expressed about the effect on the relative faculty 
representation on various bodies. Commenting on the question of 
representation, Dr. O'Brien pointed out that the proportions which do exist 
on the Senate is a kind of modified reflection of the number of full-time 
faculty members In each faculty. 


- The meeting recessed for lunch at 12:30 p.m. -. 
- The meeting resumed at 1145 p.m. -. 


During the general discussion on the recommendations from the Senate 
Committee of Fine Arts, (Doc.-US-74-5-D9), It was suggested that Senate 
might approve of the establishment of a University Faculty of Fine Arts in 
principle with the understanding that the new faculty would operate on both 
campuses and make available to students structures of specialization at least 
at the level of structures available at the present time and that this approval in 
principle might be referred to the Faculty Councils for further consideration 
before actual implementation. It was argued that Senate had an opportunity 
to initiate something, that Senate should approve of the recommendations 
even though all of the details have not yet been worked out, that there is 
evidence of positive reactions on both campuses, and that there is no 
advantage in postponing the decision. It was pointed out that the status quo 
could not continue for various reasons, notably, that the Conseil had 
identified Fine Arts as a Sir George Williams axis for development, that 
other institutions are moving into this field, that areas of pre-eminence 
should be preserved, that there is every indication that the Fine Arts 
operation at Sir George is at the breaking point. 


One suggested approach to the wording of a motion was: that Senate 
approve in principle the existence of this faculty, that its organization be 
begun, and that the faculty not be given final approval until it is given 
assurance to Senate that the Liberal Arts programs will be sufficiently 
protected. 


Another suggested approach was as follows: that In the context of the 
Senate debate in which there was unanimous concern for the protection of 
the needs of students in the two Faculties of Arts and the preservation of 
Liberal Arts areas, that the report of the Committee be accepted forthwith. 


A third suggestion - that Senate recommends to the Board of Governors, the 
establishment of a Faculty of Fine Arts in accordance with the 
recommendations of the Senate Committee on Fine Arts 
(Doc.-US-74-4-D9). 


74-5-13 - 


74-5-14 - 


74-5-15 - 


74-5-16 - 


74-5-17 - 


It was agreed that a sub-committee consisting of Prof. Davis, Prof. 
McEvenue, Dean Breen and Dean Campbell, be struck to put together a 
motion which would meet the various concerns expressed. 


It was moved by Prof. Doyle, seconded by Dean Campbell, that the item V, 
(e), be tabled until the motion is formulated. 


- motion carried -. 


In presenting the recommendations on the Content of the Extended Credit 
Program from the University Curriculum Co-ordinating Committee 
(Doc.-US-74-5-D 16) Prof. Whitelaw noted that the statement-on page # 2 
under the heading Sir George Williams B. Eng. and B.Comp. Sc. should 
read "the equivalent of the courses required in the appropriate MSQP 
programme." 


It was moved by Prof. Whitelaw, seconded by Dean Verschingel, that the 
report from the Curriculum Co-ordinating Committee (Doc.-US-74-5-D 16) 
be adopted. 


It was moved by Dean Berczi, seconded by Prof. Potter, that under 
"considerations on page 2, section 2(a) be dropped and that adjustments be 
made by the Faculty of Commerce and Administration in light of the 
discussion. 


- the amendment was carried -. 
- the motion as amended and corrected was voted on and was carried -. 


It was moved by Prof. Doyle, seconded by Prof. McEvenue, that item # V, 
(e), be now considered (see motion # 74-5-13). 


- motion carried -. 


It was moved by Prof. Davis seconded by Prof. McEvenue, that Senate 
having receive the Report of the Senate Committee on Fine Arts 
(Doc.-US-74-4-D9) and in the context of the Senate discussions which laid 
emphasis on the need to protect the legitimate interests of the S.G.W. 
Faculty of Arts and the Loyola Faculty of Arts and Science to provide 
courses and programmes in the Fine Arts to their students and recognizing 
the need for the proposed Fine Arts Faculty to provide courses to maintain 
in those faculties offerings such as majors and joint major components in 
the B.A. programmes at the present level of quality at least, recommends to 
the Board of Governors the implementation of the Report of the Senate 
Committee. Senate will receive from the concerned Faculty Councils up to 
November 1, 1974, recommendations concerning the safeguarding of the 
interests of those faculties. 


- motion was carried - (24 in favour; 0 opposed; 2 abstentions). 
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Prof. Mouledoux asked that his abstention from voting be recorded, the 
reason being that he was not satisfied that section 6, on page 4 of the 
Constitution of Senate empowered Senate to pass this motion. 


It was moved by Prof. J. Whitelaw, seconded by Dean French, that the 
Senate Committee on Fine Arts be discharged. 


- motion carried -. 


It was moved by Dean Verschingel, 'seconded by Dean Berczi, that the Sir 
George Williams Faculty of Science Option for High School Teachers in 
M.Sc. Biology (Doc.-US-74-5-D13) be approved subject to 
recommendations contained In the report from the Senate Priorities 
Committee (Doc.-US-74-5-D 1) and the report from the University 
Curriculum Co-ordinating Committee (Doc.-US-74-5-D2). 


- motion carried -. 


It was moved by Prof. McEvenue, seconded by Prof. Smith, that the 
Loyola Evening Division Curriculum changes In Andragogy and Library 
Science for 1974/75 (Doc.-US-74-5-D17) be approved by Senate, subject 
to co-ordination by the University Curriculum Co-ordinating Committee. 


- motion carried -. 


It was moved by Dean French, seconded by Prof. McEvenue, that 
University Senate approve the establishment of an Interim Committee of 
Senate of a minimum of any nine members to act in matters of urgency on 
behalf of Senate during the summer (Doc.-US-74-5-D11). 


- motion carried -. 


It was pointed out that the above motion would not apply to the May 29, 
1974,9 meeting of Senate. 


It was moved by Dean Campbell, seconded by Prof. McEvenue, that for the 
Wednesday, May 29,1974, meeting, that the quorum be reduced by 
seventeen. 


- motion carried -. 
It was moved by Dean Verschingel, seconded by Prof. Xistris, that the 
following nominees to the $S.G.W. University Council on Student Life for 
1974/75 be approved: 

Assistant Prof. L. Adler, 

Prof. and Assistant Dean F.W. Bedford, 

Associate Prof. Dr. S. Scheinberg. 


- motion carried -. 


74-5-24 - 


74-5-25 - 


74-5-26 - 


74-5-27 - 


74-5-28 - 
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It was moved by Prof. Davis, seconded by Prof. Charlton, that Senate 
approve the appointment of Prof. T. Copp to the Search Committee for 
Vice-Rector and Principal of the Loyola Campus. 


- motion carried -. 


Dr. O'Brien informed the Senate that the Board of Governors, in the 
process of appointing the Search Committee referred to in motion # 
74-5-24, recognized that in the normal course of events, a Search 
Committee would be appointed as of next September in connection with the 
position of Vice-Rector Academic, decided that it would be useful to 
establish the format of the Search Committee. 


Following is the membership of the Search Committee for Vice-Rector 
Academics: 


The Rector as Chairman; 
A Vice-Rector appointed by the Rector; 
The incumbent Vice-Rector Academic, if not a candidate; 
Two Governors, appointed by the Board; 
Two Deans appointed by the Committee of Deans; 
Seven Faculty appointed by the Faculty Councils in the 
following fashion: 

Commerce - 1, 

Engineering - 1, 

Sir George Williams Arts - 2, 

Sir George Williams Science - 1, 

Loyola Arts and Science - 2, 
Five students, one appointed by each of the Student 
Associations. 


In presenting the report from the Steering Committee on Computer Science 
(Doc.-US-74-5-D4), Dr, O'Brien pointed out that It was also recommended 
that Dr. McDougall, Associate Vice-Rector, Academic, be Chairman of the 
Committee. 


It was moved by Prof. Charlton, seconded by Prof. Norris, that the 
Committee be established, Including Dr. McDougall as Chairman, and with 
the mandate set out In document US-74-5-D4. 


- motion carried -. 

It was moved by Dean Campbell, seconded by Dean Berczi, that the 
recommendations concerning the Board of Governors Medals for Creative 
Work In the Arts (Docs.-US-74-5-D5 and US-74-5-D21) be approved. 

- motion carried -. 

Dr. Kanasy presented the report on the S.G.W.U. Library Loans Policy 


(Doc.-US-74-5-D 14). He explained the basic differences between the policy 
presently in effect and what was being proposed, mentioning the increased 


loan period for Doctoral students, the liberalization of the fine structure, 
revisions in the recall system, and the involvement of Departmental 
Chairmen and Deans. 


Prof. Chalk explained that the policy change was being presented to Senate 
as a cheek of the judgement of the Library Committee of the University 
community opinion about this and also to facilitate understanding of this 
policy within the community next fall if it is approved here. 


During the discussion, considerable concern was expressed on the proposed 
recall system and especially how the borrower is advised, if at all, that the 
item has been recalled. It was pointed out that a written notice would be sent 
out, followed by two attempts to contact by telephone. Concern was also 
expressed on the policies for "Other Users" "Interlibrary Loans", and the 
policy on Periodicals under Restricted Loan Materials. 


Senate agreed that the item be put over to the meeting scheduled for 
Wednesday, May 29, 1974. 


The meeting adjourned at 5:10 p.m. 


PRESENT: 


SENATE MEETING RESUMED ON MAY 29, 1974 


Dr. J.W. O'Brien, (Chairman): Prof. J. Bordan: Dean R, Breen: Dean I.L. 
Campbell: Dean S.G. French: Dean R. Verschingel: Prof. R. Angel: Prof. 
J. Bhatnagar: Prof. V. Byers: Prof. D. Charlton: Prof. J. Doyle: Prof. J. 
Hofbeck: Prof. H. Shulman: Prof. R.D. McDonald: Prof. S. McEvenue: 
Prof. J. Mouledoux: Prof. J. Norris: Prof. C. Potters Prof. R, Smith: Prof. 
G.D. Xistris: Mr. K. Adams: Dean F, Audet: Dean M. Flynn: Dr. J.E. 
Kanasy: Mr. J. Noonan: Mr. J. Prinez: 


Absent with regrets: Prof. C.A. Davis. 
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The meeting was called to order at 9150 a.m. 


Dr. O'Brien pointed out that the quorum for today's meeting is nineteen; 
that this is an adjourned session continuing the previous meeting; that there 
are three items remaining on the agenda -Via g), h), and 1), and that we 
were in the middle of the discussion on the S.G.W. U. Library Loans 
Policy when the meeting adjourned on Friday. 


During the continued discussion on item VI. g), concern was expressed 
over the restricted time period for borrowing of bound periodicals, limiting 
the time to overnight, and it was argued that this seemed inconsistent with 
the fact that so many of these bound periodicals are in storage. It was also 
pointed out that at the present time, faculty members may take bound 
periodicals out for one week. It was suggested that these periodicals might 
be available for a longer period of time provided that they remain on the 
University premises, In response to questions concerning the system for 
fines, it was explained that if a book were to be requested one day after It 
had been out for four weeks, the fine would amount to $15.00. It was also 
pointed out that the maximum fine would be $25.00. 


During continued discussion, it became obvious that Senate was not 
satisfied with the fine system as set out in the Sir George Williams Library 
Loans Policy Report (Doc.-US-74-5-D14). 


In response to a direct question on fines, It was stated that Senate does not 
have the authority to legislate in this area. 


One possibility suggested, was that the time when a book Is recalled 
becomes the point. at which the fine system begins. 


It was moved by Dean French, seconded by Prof. Doyle, that Senate 
supports the Sir George Williams University Library Loans Policy as it 
begins on page two of the report (Doc.-US-74-5-D14), with the exception 
of the fine system, and suggests that the Librarian report back to Senate in 
the fall concerning the revised fine system, for Senate's information. 


- motion carried -. 


74-5-34 - 


74-5-36 


74-5-37 - 


Concerning the question of the Computer Science Committee 
Representatives to the Senate and the Board of Graduate Studies 
(Doc.-US-74-5-D15), Dr. O'Brien explained that the membership of Senate 
and the Board of Graduate Studies in so far as faculty representation goes, 
is decided on the basis of "X" members appointed by the Faculty Council of 
each Faculty. The S.G.W. U. Computer Science Department Is attached, 
for certain administrative purposes to the Faculty of Engineering, but not for 
academic purposes, 74-5-35 - It was moved by Dean Verschingel, seconded 
by Prof. Mouledoux, that the recommendation from the Computer Science 
Committee (Doc.-US-74-5-D15) be received and the decision deferred. 


- motion carried -. 


In presenting the consolidated report from the Steering Committee on the 
Formation of Senate Committees (Doc.-US-74-5-D3), Dr. O'Brien 
explained that the Steering Committee has incorporated comments 
previously made into the Terms of Reference of certain committees: that 
under Curriculum Co-ordinating Committee, at the bottom of page four, the 
word representative has been changed to "member", which members are to 
be appointed by the Faculty Deans: and that there were certain additional 
committees which the Steering Committee has included in the report. He 
pointed out that the Honours Committee has been omitted because a Task 
Force has been set up to deal with that question, and the Research Policy 
Committee has also been omitted because the Steering Committee realized 
that the complexity of the questions raised concerning the possibility of 
establishing such a Committee made it impossible to produce a report in 
time for the last regular meeting of Senate, and has therefore recommended 
that study of this Committee be postponed until next academic year. 


It was moved by Prof. Charlton, seconded by Dean Verschingel, that 
Senate approve the Library Committee Membership and Terms of Reference 
as Recommended by the Steering Committee (Doc.-US-74-5-D3). 


It was moved by Dean Campbell, seconded by Prof. McEvenue, that the 
sentence concerning the appointment of student members be amended to 
read "Student members are appointed by Senate upon nomination from the 
respective student associations". 

- the amendment was voted on and was carried 


It was moved by Dean Campbell, seconded by Prof. Byers, that the words 
"or Senate" be added to the end of #5 of the Terms of Reference. 


- the amendment was voted on and was carried -. 


It was noted that the words "University Librarian" where ever they appear 
should read "Director of Libraries". 


- the original motion (# 74-5-37) was voted on as corrected and amended 
and was carried -. 


74-5-38 - 


74-5-39 - 


It was moved by Prof. Charlton, seconded by Prof. McEvenue, that the 
Senate approve the Fellowships, Scholarships and Awards Policy 
Committee Membership and Terms of Reference as Recommended by the 
Steering Committee. (Doc.-US-74-5-D3). 


It was moved by Prof. Norris, seconded by Dean Verschingel, that the 
sentence concerning the appointment of student members be amended to 
read "Student members are appointed by Senate upon nomination from the 
respective student associations". 


- the amendment was voted on and was carried -. 


In response to a question concerning the word "appropriate" as it appears in 
# 1, 2, and 3, under functions, Dr. O'Brien explained that the so called 
administering committees are not committees of Senate, they exist 
independently of Senate, and that the wording adopted by the Steering 
Committee was an attempt to give a better operational meaning to the policy 
which stated that such committees report to University Council. 


It was argued that the topics that will be discussed by this Committee affect 
in an equal way both graduate and under-graduate students and in-so-far an 
the Committee may make priority recommendations, the graduate students 
would want equal representation. 


It was also argued that Senate, in voting for the above motion, was not 
blessing the status quo in perpetuity, and that it expects that a study will be 
made to clarify the situation, vis-a-vis the awarding of scholarships, etc. by 
faculty within the Concordia context. 


- the original motion (# 74-5-37) as amended was voted on and was 
carried.- 


It was moved by Prof. Charlton, seconded by Prof. McEvenue, that the 
Academic Standards Committee Membership and Terms of Reference as 
recommended In the Steering Committee Report (Doc.-US-75-5-D3) be 
approved. 


It was moved by Dean Campbell, seconded by Dean Verschingel, that the 
sentence concerning the appointment of student members be amended to 
read "Student members are appointed by Senate upon nomination from the 
respective student associations", and also that the formula for student 
representation be the same as that adopted for the Library Committee and the 
Fellowships, Scholarships and Awards Policy Committee. 


It was argued that there may be an overlapping of responsibilities between 
the Academic Standards Committee and the University Curriculum 
Co-ordinating Committee. 


Dr. O'Brien pointed out that the Steering Committee intended that Dr, 
McDougall be appointed Chairman of the Committee even though It was not 


made clear in the recommendations: and that there are changes In the terms 
of reference which amount to an increase in the authority of this Committee 
beyond what was Involved in earlier drafts and essentially adding 
responsibilities in the area of academic regulations of the University; 
essentially in respect to academic standards. 


It was noted that an asterisk should appear before items # 3, 4, and 5 under 
functions. 


It was argued that when this was discussed two or three years at University 
Council, it was made clear in the minutes that the function of the Committee 
on Academic Standards applied only to undergraduate students. However, it 
was pointed out that it was up to Senate to decide what levels this 
Committee would have jurisdiction over. 


The Chairman noted that the meeting was likely to adjourn shortly and that 
the next meeting that this item would appear on the agenda would be the 
regular meeting of Senate in September 1974. He also pointed out that there 
would be a meeting of Senate on Monday, June 3, 1974, and a special 
meeting would be held on Wednesday, June 19, 1974. 


It was agreed that the meeting be adjourned. 


John Noonan 
Secretary of Senate. 


